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IDENTIFIERS 
ABSTRACT 

An investigation of Federal funding for Af ro-Aaerican 
related projects for lF/8 through 1983 shows that, during this 
period, research in the areas where Af ro-A«erican research is 
overwhelaingly concentrated — the social sciences and the 
huflunities — has not kept pace with the substantial increases apparent 
in the funding of research in the "hard sciences." In tera^ of 
overall Federal support, the total available funding in 1984 for 
psychology and social science is probably less in real taras (given 
inflation) than the aaount available in 1978; humanities support 
through the National EndowsMint for the Buaanities has also declined 
dramatically. More specifically, Af ro-Aaerican research has suffered 
from the shift in Federal priorities toward the "hard sciences." The 
investigation shows that only the National Institute of Mental Health 
(NIMH) has continued to «^h«si«e Atro-American'-related research, and 
even within this agency the number of stv^ies of major relevance has 
decreased. Furthermore, the NIMH total bwiget represents a very small 
proportion of the total Federal research budget. Given this 
discouraging state of affairs, scholars in the field must work 
concertedly to counter these shifts and influence funding 
policies— as the fate of Afro-American Stiulies is very much a 
function of research funding, the destiny of the field itself is at 
stake. (RDN) 
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IS AFRO-AMERICAN STUDIES 
RESEARCH IN JEOPARDY? 
A Review of Recent Tmnis In 
Federal Researdi SufHXHt 

toy M. BflHnda TydMT 

to the cuntm aoMfciiik cBin«e. a agni^^ 

ty of a disc^iine is the quaUty of the research it encomiMiies. In 

turn, tl« qiH*ty <rf « sdc«x, M w«fl w to prartitiOMri, ;^ 

on the hasts of the empmci 1 work prodaoe^ hy its scbot^rs. TWs 

fact is no less I w m miAic&dpfiaafy fleWs siiA « etta^ 

la general, however, m the cost of (totai ewn sraaH scale research 

has become substantial, the coodutt of rewwch has becoHK coo- 

tineent upon Uk abiBty lo fmcrate lescaidi fimdteg. 

In recent yean, scholan of Afro-American Stadies have been 
amctmed that fuwfing for research on Afro-American issues has 
become incieashigty difTiciA to obtain, thus ttoe^eiung both the 
ftoe of the Odd and the Mividaab within It. One basb tor tins 
b^ s the Reagan AdmU^rtficM's decern to «n|rf^!t die 
"halt fences" (e-g-, biological, physical, conyi^) 
cn^ihasiiing the sadal sdences aid the bomanitk*. Research in 
Afro-American Studies is u w w hc h niBtly concenttaMd la the laCer 
:«o areas. A second source of diis belief is the perceptiaa that 
Afro-Amertean Studies, relative to otfw areas of ethnic sOMfles, 
hai become (in the view of fiaaaof agencies) "pass*" while the hi- 

cnnsii^ visibility of Latinos and Aslaa-AmericaBS hav led to a 
gioa^ focus on their concerns. In tMs pespective, even if die sac 

of the ethnic studies *W' ranao*** 5***^ 

are competii^ ft»r largCT shares. ' 

We iccendy soi^ lo detem^ whether dK peiceptten of 
.fti«itMitog iiippnrtfi»Afto-AnwfcanreseBthw«j^^ 
ifso.whatfiMaowwerecontrihB^tothedccfinf.hiFri) nwiy«tf 
1984. we contacted the primary sources of federal research «^>port 

tor Afh>Americra Stwttes ami riiiuested infcimatioB abo« tte 
fton^ of Afh^AaaelkBn i«te«d piaiocis specifically, and ethnic 
studies aippwtgcneraay, over the part ten yems. In parttate, we 
Konestad: eumben of pn^Kii fbnded feianpaiad 10 the M by 
dbdp8ac type), Ita of ethak pfo^ and principal hncstliaian 
fliaded. and total dofiar st^port of eihak prpjects {:ampai«d to 

tte ttita! by disdp&ie type). Letters were sent to the heads and 
other relevant staff in the Afcobol, Drug Abuse, and Menial Health 

AitatadstiMion (ADAMHA), the Natioaal Endowmwt for the 
Arts (NEA), the Nati<Mal Endowment for Ae Hnmadtles (NHD, 
die ^4Nk»al Institutes k Hea^ (^aH>. aiid the Ntttooai Sg$^ 
Fbamfcoion (T^T. It s^oaU he noisd that ADAMHA ImMs the 




» Iteftis, Cttand SmOorfnm 

■ Sts^i^ flw^MtQ'f fjgjbfuiiijf f^r'f^^ ^etefcerf-fy tw y^^ ™ 
artist.'* Uto dnw^ a^mnd im Frank LesSe's IBortnisd 
Hem^ata Mmh 12, 1870. fhw l*f CC4S /Wstertorf 
grapfi CofkecHon. 



THISI^E 

lUks, tectares, readbv <d the Ctmcr. p. 4, S 
Aifbataiive Actkm iHC^^ectii wafer Rett's Ccnm. p. 7 
CMbem sock^o^ reakr reviewed, p. 13 



AfRO^miERICAN STUDIES RESEAiK^ 

Smkmed pom cover 0^ 

NatiOMd Insitete on AicoM Abuac and AlcoliQiiai (N!AAA). 
the NatkNMl Imtkitte on Drug Abuse (NIDA). and ihe Natiooal ^ 
Institute of Mental HeaWi (NIMH). In addition, the massive NIH 
btdf indudes twelve diflieicnt fitndH^ toiiit^ (e^-. Naional 
fkart. Litiig« ami Btood Instki^ Nutcmid tai^^ <» and 
smmtbetof wryfargeftuid«gdivtsicms(e.i., Division of Research 
Resources). 

Rcspmses with d«a mm leoeived (torn AOAMHA, NIH, N^. 
«d NEH. White the responses differed in cwmpteteness and 
tdevaace with Ttspea to the inform^ion desired, we are able to - 
discern notewotthy ptttcnn in recent support for Afro- American 

&ix&i Rseardi. 
White we requested informMioa OB funding p^KSTO over the tast 

ttn yeare, naich of the d^ received were twt that extensive. Since 
the effect of the jteagaa administrstion'i dwnjw ahoni d be irom 
<ividem over the last six yean, ito analysis wiH be focused primaray 
oil the yon 1978 tluough 1983. The ftet Mctkm wiB exidore 
^^wther social scieiice mi bumwte toicSmS gener^ he sat- 
mora itlafive to "haid" KkfKe fiimBRg. The secoiid fi^^ 
exanna trewfc in mppon for Afko-Anwican rdued re^an^ 
spedfka^. 

The fMt of llK Social SdHKCs and (he fimaalta 

Sodal xkace fim^ 

WhMher a ^ft has occurred to focm on the "iuoA" sconces 
m«r the sociid sciai<» e evkScnt ftwn a refwt ottbted "Fttteal 
Funds for Research and Devetopnieitt." Thbdoctunenl, peepared 
by the Naiiooal Sc«ace Fdundtfioii. fills federal o^ 
(csewdi by afl gomimm. agcKki {aoAi^ the (i^i(»al En- 
dowiliems for the Arts and Ktanmtties) and by detailed field of 
Kience. TUde I Jts amouMs in tfaoiaands of di^an actual^ 
obUgaicd for ba^ raseaich over all agencies by field for die years 
l9ratteot^ 1«2; estimates are given for 1983 aBKil984. The ubic 
dcnKwstrates that support for nuUhemaTinri and computer adeoccs 
inac«ed by nearly 2Vi thncs; the llfie sdencss as a whole, the 
physical wences. and ei«inecrii« virtually doubled from 1978 to 
I9«fpwwi the same period psychology incfeaicd by «»ly » P»- 
cem tnd suppiMt f« ifie sodiJ sciences fl.e„ ^teopolo»f, 
ecommiGS, p(^tn»l sdeiKe, aocksk^, Md «ha- IWth) fai- 



creued by a mere 10 petcem. (The report makes a (&UiKtk»i be- 
tween psydM^Q^ Md tte ofhor sociidf soMces.) C(N»ideru« the 
"ck^de^^^" faafh^ tlHtf du»KtaiMd the bae 197te, Ik b dew 

thai social science support chd not even keep pace with the ever- 
rtnagccst of fiviflft. 

If we fbci» ool^ on the agencies mftst indincd to support Afto- 
American Stodks research*— die Depaitment of Hcahh and 
Honian Services (Hl^ ADAMHA, and NIH - the pattern ap. 
pean to be less detinaental to the aodai sciences if one only 
measwes the difference between actual support in 1978 and 1984 
cxpedMims. However, as table 2 kMScaies. a steady tocrewe in 
support fbr the social soenoes ui the years 1979 through 1981 was 
hahed « 1982. In fbct. 1982 was a catastrophic yotf for si9port in 

certam agendes; NlH's 1982 support (or social sconce was less 
th«n half whti U had been hi the previous year, decreasing from 
newly len mffion doOars to kss than fotv million. FiuMenmife, 
even the 1983 and 1964 csihntfes show levels that are half the 1980 
aad 1981 obSptcd Kaounls. Over the same period life science sup- 
port doubled. And whBe NIH psychotogy support also doubled, 
tte eqwcted 1984 amoi^ oM^^ for die sodid sdences md 
l^diolofy logethCT rqanesemed oidy 1 percoit of total NIH obfi- 
gaiionif 

It 1^ be anued diat ADAMHA and HHS are more natural 

was than NIH for social sdoice support. The figures <to mdic^ 
that ADAMHA is the moat Bkely source of soda! science support. 

For both social sdeneewid psychok«y. total obUgWions doubled 
between 1978 and 1984, wkh total support for these thsdpliaes 
aamuttoig to 40 percent of the total 1984 expected ADAMHA 
obigaitons. When si^jport for these <«scipli5es is viewed as the per- . 

cent of total ot^atkms. a distbiciion between fuadii^ of 
psydwkiBkad itsean* wid researdi in die other sotial sdences is 

evident. WMe psychokigy fUncfing aciu^ mcreaaed UmMfh 
1982. a shaip decfine HI sodri Bdeoce support was evkteii in 1981. 

However. supfXHt for work in psychotogy and the othef social 
sdeoces is expected to dedine ia 1«U and 1984. 

in contmt lo ADAMHA. HHS support for psych dogy afa d 
social science seems suipriringly tow, representing only 4 percent of 
ite to»l rescardi ot^Bkins in 1984 (whkA is sbghlfy less than die 

1978 perce>ti^ soppoit). The peroem of ainport far thme 
diic^iSnca peaked in 1980. dedinedio 1981. and is esi iected to le- 
main w the 1981 tevd dm»^ 1^ Howewr. tfofisktelug the - 



TaUtI 

Fed«tf <»U»ih»B for Bwic R«ewdi. Total AH Ai^ncies 
Fiscal years 1978-IW4 



Toed 


1978 


1979 
4,192,655 


(t)uMua«l£ of ctolbtfs) 
"^^1980 1981 
4.674,156 5.041,295 


1982 
5,481,605 


1983' 
6,066.013 


1984' 

(;,615.^ 


Soct^ Sckfices 

Engmcenng 
Emircmmemai 


84,049 
124,347 
375,985 
451,278 


75.069 
129,718 
434.658 
457284 


84,206 
147,180 
^.228 
522,3«p 


90.992 
136,951 
526.018 
532,833 


89«S75 
120.198 
610.467 
520.049 


99.0W_ 

125.169 
665.455 
560316 


105,190 
136,364 
786.041 
603,396 


Life Sciences 
Math A Con^Miter 


1,588390 
97,737 


1.891.777 
104.164 


2,054.425 
116,258 


2,223.848 
140,360 


2326.017 
165.064 


2.796.346 
195,780 


2,9»379 
239.993 


Sckficcs 
PhjrtkaJ Sciences 
Oihcr 


941,421 ' 

35.397 


1.050,002 
49.993 


1,220.588 
63.991 


l,324,9«> 
65353 


133.844 
56.091 


1356.765 
87,165 


1,731,484 

. 83,793 

\ 



Sottfte: NatJonal Sde«e FoundMHm, Federal .'umis/dr Sesewt* Devtbtpment, B.d. 
■&tjimaes 00^. 



\ 



TaMe2 

Federal Obligaiiom for Base Rcseaidi in Psychdosy and Sociiil Sdrace with Pocent of AB Fm>i}s Total by Oiscipime 
' . for ADAMHA. HHS and NIH: Flsca] years 1978-1984 

i^^amvas of d(Mtsn) 











IIWI 


)9K2 


1983< 


1964' 


ADaMHA 


















79,917 


94,622 


llW,7JO 


i IO,JM7 


117 ^11 
i i f i 


137 332 


154.304 


ntl rjgJflr 

ftU 1 l€tO» 














47.57S 




24,822 


26, IS 


JU,UJ3 




ta 1^1 


43 455 


(31.1) 






(29.8) 


(32.5) 


(31*2) 


(30.8) 


Soctat SdctKe 


7,289 


9,253 


12,173 








I4j431 


(9.1) 




III A\ 


(8 91 


0.4) 


(9.1) 


(9 J) 


11113 
















Total 


1.274,063 


1,5/6,01 1 




1 onn xstA 


7 lid M4 


USA 397 


2,468,104 


ay imis 
















Psychok^ 


35J72 


40^W 


#9,721 


3a,7W 




64 772 


69,474 


(2,8) 






(3.1) 


(2,7) 


(2,7) 




Soda! SckiKe 

a 


19,290 


28,347 


. 34,237 


33,187 






26.676 

4a*»,aF# w 


(IJ) 


#1 ai 




11 71 


{1*(A 


(1.(9 


(1.1) 


NIH 
















Total 


1.181.094 


1,463.703 


1,642,341 


1,766,788 ' 


2.20Z.6S0 


2.243.944 


230S.i3S 


alifiekb 
















Psychcriogy 


10.4S0 


13,976 


19,686 


24,333 


19.125 


2U17 


21.899 


(.9) 


(1.0) 


(1.2) 


(M) 


(.9) 


{9) 


(1.01 


Soda! S(^€t 


1.808 


3496 


8,503 


9,482 


3,756 


4.263 


4.380 


(.2) 


(J) 


(.5) 


(-5) 


(.2) 




(a» 



Satmr; NMianBl Science Fmandnion. feder^ Funk for Rtmm* and Oeve^mem, n.d. 
Naie: Fifww » inntMlie»a. indicaie perocM of "rt fiAfe ttittl" repnsenusl by docqiitne totri. 
'EniHMrtn ooJ>'. 



fdMivdy smaH size of tiie ADAMHA t«al t^N^ (cMqiand to 
HH5 and NIH), tte 4 perccm wftpon for socud sckSMx resotfdi 
through HHS fitf outstr^ ADAMHA suppon in tenDs: of total 
debars GOiimdtted. Emi fnMO the poT^jccdveof doftOT » onios^ 
to poceota^ NIH sttppcm rem^ exee^i^ low. 

- f iumemt ies fin^k^ 

How did the husaumies f«e ow the smbb poood? NEH. the 
of f ederri nqipart for work is the iaaaaMAies. fao- 
vided IK with taforasMioa (» the tflud fiffitb ohfigated ycMfy from 

1977 thim^ 1983. (We did not mm infon^n fnm NEA 
which, although focused m the arts, suppwti swne work thai may 
m wU^ the htNN^Ues.) K is tastriKthv to ccaqDm the above 
"hard" and sodU scirace fl^«i with the NEH f^lns and 1k>w 
th^ tatai has duH^ed om- the yore of 'macsL 



Tmm3 

Total NEH DoBws ObUssded by Year 

1977 ' imjOl.690 

1978 148,979,748 » 

1979 ie,063,446 
^ ' 1980 I42,589,4« 

1981 144.366.330 

1982 115J18324 

1983 123,3I4.6B» 



1)ibte 3 shows a lirikias deciiae Id aniQabte fteids for yem 1980 
tlOTH^ iM2. the fttoM is 1983 iocieawd sonewtet, the 
m festttaoBikilb^MDw tfaaiiviaiMafipiraiaf 3^ 



It » wmth eni{>hMzias diM »9P«rt f or the Immities tlaa^ the 
Mtitmal adomatai hea nem exoeettod 185 nriflioa do&art, «^ 
iedefal aqipoit for bl^ research ia the sdeaccs t&cusscd earlier 
w» expect to be ovs- 6M Uffion fai 194. 

ch»r fmn these data thai fundms for research ia sodai 
sdm aE«J the iNinairides hu not kept pace with the stthas^^ 
faiacases appareat hi the '^aid*'' tdnaioes. In tcm» trf" wtnB 
fedtavi SI9P0I1 0.e., acvan asenM the ioid a««i)abk flmd^ 
1984 for pQKlK*«y and siKiai sdtaoc is prnbridy Irsi is tnd 1^ 
it^vm hdlfttioB) tkm the moina a^^d^ 1978. tihmw mi tkt 
suppon throagb the NEH has suffered a dear and dnraalic 
decSoe. Since etfa^ stutSes rappon is pdraarily derived wiiWo 
these fkUt. it is icasonabte to niane that ethinc stiK»ei fCKarch 

has sufliered MOMtb^ h 1^ be fccQg^ied too d» ll» ddfk |b 
foc» is tte dcBberate pragmmmtta; ha«ii <^ th? foagaa Ad> 
mi wi s trotion a> an amwiMiced^ oomp o new t ot f*off^ t» 
p conoH nc KCCDvcry. 

Qaans in AfctNAaMiican Bt a dfci Sup p ort 

WUie a chaage hi the levd of sopport for Afro-American Studies 
researdi caa be inferred from the aboi« f^ures, a dearer de»:r- 
mii^itM) wo^ dci^end on as etaayniaion of Ktita! ftoxb devoted 
to such fcseanh. UaScm^^eijf, om rrcem data^atheriag 
pericMC ssooia ^ 0di iitfonnto is not casSy obiriaed. Soaaa 
i^endes protad that such statistics arc not wah H a i n e d , wMte 
(»hersp(Ovi(kd«dyapaiiiidBsthi|oftbeitiiMiQtfiaa«cdcsiicd. 
ADAMHA salt us reports 00 "Wsck" neacarcb ftoded thmi^ 
the Nwiaal Issttoc erf Meaal Heatth (NIMH) md thro^ die 



COttafbrStiidksofMaorityGroupNtaitaiHeahh(aG^^ 

of NBklH tocaftcr rdmtd to » the **MMsby Cfei^"). NIH 
primi 4 a Kport OB Ack "actfvitia rdBtcd to »ack Amer^^ 

OMl an oittnsivc fistng of d prelects tended ite^^ , 
1973 wWch were datsifkd as "Afro-Aaierkaa rcteed." NEH sort 
a fist of d fuMb awarded fnr "ttadk refa^" projei^ in fisoa 
year 1983 and tcvds of ftsnt&ig fwr ethnic studks research siiKc 
tf77. Therefote, whik the inftmnatkni obtained ia in no sense com- 
plete, it is possible to make some determination cf trends in Afro- 
American resrarch suppbrt for sdeocd federal agencies. 

Normal itta^iM <|f MefMof Heabk 

baia supplied by NIMH, as (SsplBycd id tables 4 aiid ^ 
ihM Uw total fuMb av^idsie for uMioriiy rescwidi generaBy and 
Affo-Anerican researdi spedfical^ have actu^ increased over 
the sx-ycar period. Once however, close inspection reve^ 
dtourtnag tivnds in the istttem of annoxling. The year 1979 was 
pivots and a dramatic iacicase ia NIMH soppoit of ethnic 

resoich. fai 1981. though, a two^nv dediae tai the lamber and 
omittM of awartts begaii. While the itadier of projects funded in 
19» represented a stgaifiGaBt iaacase, it (anained less than the 
1979'and 1980 levels. The 17 thnoo doUar levd of support was 
only 5 J penxnt dwve the 19B0 flpiic. 

Also of sigBifiamce is the degree of relmGe to ethnic studies 
cached by funded projeca. The NIMH feportt divide relevance 
mio four poups: i^^(miior fxuscm ooeof the fhwuu^ U.S. 
cdmic/racai groiqisK perM (focus on the fhe taajot ethnic/ 
raoai grmqis but part ttf a brger study), fawfwf (focus oa other 
U.S. muiorities or raiaoriQr/m«H»ty lehaions), sh^kt (<»« of 
ra^jnr cthnic/radal groms b a substantial part of the study, bat 
race or ethttcity is MM aai^yaKl). TaMe 4 shows a drMtatic de(£ne 
by 1913 in the niunber of ftadedprojeca with iiaifar relevance 10 

ettaic OMwUks. ^ 

Table 5 demonAratcs that NMH support for Btack-relattd 
leseaich has cooslsttntly exceeded s^tpott for *;utBe» of other 
RUtK^ eUimc gro^ DaOu mooi^ <&«c»d »iwvd eadi etluuc 
group are avaiiabie ooiy for yean 1978 tteough 1980, while 1%2 
and 1983 rqpms K> the pen»tta«e of taui tam^ of pams 
funded Ohe ro^ng of the pereeai figi»e for 1981 b tnctear). 
These figures suggest, however, that the proportioo of NIMH 
ethidc rainority funding dincted toward Afro- Americans (relative 



1hMe4 

NIMH Minorky Grants: 1978-1983 
(fomb m thmuands irf tfadltfs) 





Ho of 










Minority 


• of Major' 


Toul 


of NIMH 


Year 


Grams 


Rdevaim 


Funds 


Fifflds/ Awards 


1978 


47 


31^ 


3J0O 


n/a 


1979 


142 


S4% 


1S,3Q6 


16* NIMH funds 


1980 


13S 


53* 


16,400 


16* NIMH funas 


1981 


109 


SO* 


14,000 


IS* NIMH af^anfo 


1982 


IM 


47* 


13,736 


' IS* NIMH awards 


1983 


12s 


33* 


17.269 


22* NIMH -Tants 










^ widi4miRaa 










i;.ojects 



Somx: OCTke of Mteonty Coocwm, N?'ional Iratitiae of Menial Heahh. 
■Pn^ects wiA a major foms on oorof tlw five waior U.S. tfi^/nsM 
groups, , 



to other major ethnic groups) has 1^ declined. [Whik the pemn- 
tage trf* imnahm (rf^ipnms raay not^edsdy reflect tlK peroem irf 
aoMunts awMded <hM ro (fifferng fuinibm of ejdennely fauie or 
vtsy sau& gra^ soik r^okmstup certawly exists.1 

Th» tetf fntfiac may be wrpimig to many, gimi the meifia ai- 
fioassm t&rected ttmard H^pat^/Uamo ami Anan/f^fk con- 
ceras. U may sii^ be tfa« the raniAa^ has not yet rewtad hi 
changes m the f^uKfiag patterns of dmpanicuUr agency, for the 
patterns must still reffcd to sonw extent the number and quality of 
proposal received. Examination of the most recent funding pat- 
terns of the NIMH Mhier^ Center does imScate a rather drsmttic 
shift in Mack and Asian fuodiiH^ Black research support ikopped 
ftom 41 percent in 1982 to » percent in 1983 while Auan/Padfic 
fto(&« teocaxd from 7 perca>t to 17 percem diurii« the same 
period. Sace the Minority Cmter is charged with the responsibility 
(tf siiiBtdBt^ n^cvity research (mm^ other tasks), A»mi/ 
Pacific lexttch ^ «ta at rehuively Uttte previmis activfty) tmr 
Inve been eaai^Mmed at tlua tone. Tha ^ydiopmaUt Iwwevcr. 
f&l noi dhMM«e ike ovonA pattern of NIMH tvt^6tm of 
research. 



, ...... JUMS-S-— . - — . 

NIMH Minority Crmits by Ethnic/Racial CriHip 

fiscd years 197g.H83 

(thousands frfdofiaars) 



Ethnic/ 
Racial Croup 

Bbck 

Hk^tanic 
Astan-Aaserican 
Native Anicriran 
M^dple 
Otha 



1978 


1979 


1980 


1981 


1.400 


6300 


8,000 


n/a 


(44*)' 


(41*)' 


(48*)' 


(44*)* 


600 


3400 


3.S0O 


n/a 


(18*) 


(23*) 


(21*) 


(19*) 


ao " 


IJQO 


900 


B/a 


(8*) 


(8*) 


(5*) 


(6*) 


400 


1.200 


1.000 


o/a 


(12*) 


(i*) 


(6*) 


(7*) 


230 


2.400 


3.000 


n/a 


(8*) 


(16*) 


(18*) 


(22*) 


300 


700 


400 


n/a 


(10*) 


(«*) 


a*) 


(2*) 



5«a&cr: OflVx of Miimity Cooctia^ Nttieaid ImittMc or Mcnid Hc^ 
•Percent of doBw amoow awarded for rescarcfa on eadi «hnfc proip. 
>W^her pewtnt of da6ar asxwM or nwiAer of awards is nadear. 
■Teicim of maater «f awanfa wale for itswrch oa aa^ ettefc gn^. 



1962 

n/a 
(SO*)' 

n/a 
(18*) 

n/a 
(9*) 

n/a 
(6*) 

n/a 
(14*) 

o/a 
(3*) 



1983 
n/a 

(SB*)* 
a/a 

(14*) 

w/a 
(T*) 

n/a 
(5*) 

a/a 

(IS*) 
fl/a 



h b BM rHittMe to coiniiae a rin^ irofar based M the kito^ 
mukm o(M8iiit4 frcro NIH. WMe we naswA ^xt^kd fatforraa- 
tira ea^ A!.i^Affieric» pic^ fwMted CbkIi^^ 
pitocHitd tsvm^ator, abstract, eu:.) nuacr^ did not taK^icte 
(b)Uar ainoam& awarded. Nevsth^ss k ii passive to detennlne 
how inany proiecte a gK^ NIH agency sappom andthe eioe^ 

which those pnqecu ire of ma^ Afro-Ameixwi ttknmo s. 

Given the oaoahK omitfe <rf the ^oa imtt by NIH, for ioe pres- 
oil artkde we conducted oidy a pnSa^aary review &aiml to those ^ 
projects fttndedthroagh NIH only daring the years 1982 and 1983. 
We leumcd the fiAowing: I) A rciaihi^ mu& maidier ^ wnms 
' wiUiArfo^Americanrelcvttice were awwded. Over the itettoi NIH 
' grantiiMi imiitutts and large divitiom, only 137 awards to 1982 and 
150 in 1963 were made. This omaber is attonishiagly low when 
connived to the otonber awarded timw^ NIMH (ifiscassed 
' earlier). 2) In both years. 90 peroeat of ^pn^ectsdcsipM^ as 

hav^ rdevancc to Afro-Aranricas inxs tMi« A»ded tteoi^ 
either the Heart. Luag and Mood lasttaae OflLW) or the Naioiial 
tosxkm on Chad Health and Himmi Dodopwcnt O^ICHD) 
rather than through oik erf the othq 14 ftgadkij t^s. 3) When we 
used jRoject tftte and abstracts u> code for d«ree <rf rtcv^aw 

Afro-AmericaB issues (i.e., a cemnl foois on A^ d-Anwrfeaa 
saws vs. the iMe (rf Afro-Amerio^ fw coo^wwive pwpoMS «»||r 
vs. no apparew relevance), only aboirt a quarter of the Injects in 
each year couW be classified as having primary relevance (see table 
6). Wh» the cmiients of Caeic grants m c wn rin c d forther, we 
tram that deven (4S.8 percent) «f the 1982 prhnary focus pnqecs 
and fifteen (38.5 petcem) of those funded ia 1983 cmsaaed of 
lesearch on sidtle ceB anemia (aB funded thnwwh HLBI). 



%* IMIH Cranu and Degree of ReJpvance to Afro-American Issues 



Rtkvance 
Prinuuy 
Con^taraUve 
Rele\-toce ikh 



1982 

24 (24.8%)" 
90 (65.7%) 
13 (9J%) 



1983 

39(26.0%) 
73 (48.7%) 
38 (23J%) 



The NEH sttimnafie&of support for nacardi relating to Btacfcs. 
Hisparocs, and Native Ainerfcans over ihe years 1977 through 1983 
are not broken down by ethnic group. An aeesmon of suppcm 
for aa ethnic pfojecu. mchHfiag percentages of toud NEH siqiport, 

is slMwn laMe 7. Other infwmito pnmded by HEH to 19^' 
taidiccues that sm>pori for "Sa^-reiated** projects Utai year 
totaled f3.6 mittoa. which represems 49J percem of the total 
NEH support for the three major etMc groups. 
_ Severalaspctisof thcdatttoM7arcstriUBg.Bi«.^8 

Mcady nicreMe from 1977 Oao^ I98II. the levri of 1983 nqqiort 
rttrfitt! a new low fw the yew* fi*ow;«m Secood, dieovH^ 
' proportioa of mhMrity fuad^ Is relathfdy low. csped^ when 
compared to NIMH figures foldioiigh the hitcr faidade Asian/ 
Padfk support wlsle NEH sunaniies do not). IW. with the 
e«ceptionjfl9«.' the immhcr<rfpr<»ctsftaided is not entir ely 
prvqwstfcMutt 10 the araoini trf fitm^ received. Thb appmi to 
tmhcBte that ethnic projects receh« less ftes&ig per jprojca tlum 

nracthqlc Mudies. 

NEH alio lOB a fist of *'iBhior«y4ctaled*' prq}eeii ftmded^ 

fbcalyw 1983. ifKhtdfa^ thks aad deso^tkms. When ttie sbdy' 
BlKk-rciated rrojects were iwesmd for degree erf refcwwe, h wa* 



foott on Alh>-AawricM ratted iMwes. So. wl^ there is r^tivd^ 
Mtlem^^xm for Ahi^ resear^ in tiK humanities, Afro-AmoicaA 

idated projects funded through NEH are extremely fiiiely to be (H' 
prhnary tdevaace to Afto-Araeriom oncerm. la adcfticm, a 
BntMWaml<«t pwikm frfNEH ftmt^ for ctMc nmo^reseanh is 
stffl dtrecied tumard Afro- American studies. 



TaUe7 

NEH CkuHs for Minwity>Related Projecu 
(anwunu to thousands of doto*) 





Nifmber » 


Amount 


Year 


qfPrp/em 




1977 


139 (6.8%)' 


5,547 (4.7%)» 


1978 


18ii (6.9%) 


7,025 (4,7%) 


1979 ~ 


264(10.2%) 


10,258(3.5%) 


1980 


289(10.0%) 


10.692 (7 J%) 


1981 


n/a 


n/a 


1982 


n/a 


a/a 


1963 


114 (6.0%) a 


7,345 (6.0%) 



•Pcnxnages of toud NEH ioppon as shows ki tabic 3. 
figam for I9gi md WC art miawartie. 



WhBe notioiis Of fifflcSng cats aad a decSne hi loppon for Afro- 
American resoirch have been wred for some tfane. an actual 
accounting of the "state of Afko^Americaa fua^" has been 
]ackh«. WMle this assessment has been far from c^4«e. it 
fterotm^aies tiM thov is onse for 'fgnm concern imrag Afro- 
Americmy«s wNi depend on cxtenml ftmtb io>«qpport dMk 
fcseaich efforu. It is ekar that Afr^American reaeodi is being af- 
fected by the substsntiid sfaift In federal priorides to»»d the 
••Nnd" sd^es and aacmr bom the sochd sdcaccs aod the 
humanities. Only the Naikmallastkote of Mental Iteahh has con- 
tinued to onpl^iic Afto^Amerkaa^dand research — aad even 
withfai this agracy the numbo of itu(&s of nugor relcvatm h» 
reccmlydcovaxd. Furthermore, the NIMH UXalbuOgeiretNCseitU 
a very sm^ pn^KVticm of the Mid fedend resewcfa budget, lb get 
♦^i riat ivel y large pi ea e of aowelhiafr vcry s m a B is^. 
gain. 



Are Ape ckaagea la Ihe wtadt 

Dr. Dekmi L. Parroo was reeeffily named NIMH's ft« 
AsodiM Director for htom^ Cokxtm (an office estABshed by 
the 1983 Public Health Services Act). As outteed under the pmyj- 
stems of PubSc Law 96-396. tochukd juatmg the eight fancliODS erf 
the associate tSredor ii a leipaaMty tp **mpp«i pragiMBt of 
basic and i^^ed socW aad behavioral researdi on the awaal 
heahh proWm^ miaariiy popahiyoae." Aa ♦M(»*arb«Br 
^tipiatcd as ADAhOU*! tiead haiiiae for ariaorHy coaEtras, 
parroa is rcspoaM for coorfiatoteg ndoority progiaim and 
activities throughout ADAMHA. (Since the National Institete on 
Drag Abuse (NpA) and the Natiooal testitnte on^Akshoi Abuse 
sad Aktdmhsm (NIAAA) both fimd ctbak projects at to tower 
kveb ihaa does NIMH they should be prime areas for P8rroa*s 

Dr. IMa Inforaied aM la a ren« iclqi^m coevmattae ihtf 
she weeks with AiSMMHA dhMas tir develop MChaflte 
fttteg psc^vcti by, for caaapli. hwUng for areas whoa la- 
tere»s of ethnk afaiori ti e s can be served. Parrro abo said th« a 
ten-year revfcwrfADAhiHAfimdJaig and rainwftyceaoerm was 
ja« eaaAifilid nd «9i ha avMk la M year IftS. n* review 



II 



'toAwigd wmwnf"** «*f pmposrf wvkw procesi throui^ txtaa- 
Imtian of Ike "pink sheets** picptrad on CKii sotenin^ 

Pam» abo cat^tooed itm her offke is small. t»s few staff, and 
• foMy smdl aad is therefiafe SttiMi ia tte anwiiM tto 
«M (MOoniiSdi. It u caoooraiteg u> aoic, aevedtwl^ 
OM b cono^ied to mai^ fiositive ^n|Es to ^ pattern of ftiiRi- 
iag for eUu^-r^ed researdi ia AOAMHA. ft mmdm Itoiric. 
howtem, Am the iwency ttot ^«aiiy nwa activ^ cf^^ In 
sif^N»i^sadi(^i(KtsU C'. NIMH) ^nwHi to l» the only one ac- 
nivdy pwsttHv tMi goal. (It auy be th« «« we immr»« of 
skate efTom cfaewlMfe die fokFsi gommnetf.) 

Other concerted efforts to stintui^ research oa the concerns of 

Ut be maiml Earfier this year, the National Cancer lastkiae 
(NCI) issued < wo Requests for AppKcadoos (RFA^ addressing the 
pcma^ and cess^ of tobacco ase oa the Black and 
M^aidc po!^itlBtiaf|$«^«pecti«cfy. The Natiq^ 
mood lost^ute (NHLBl) spooton a impam (or resesav* on tfec 
ame, prcr^toa, and tnMmem skJtfe o^ ^ease, which 
amotai^ tQ»approxhns^ I? laflioo doBais of st49oit in fiseal 
year im. la widitiott. lAhoa^ the phased out a nambei or 
its ••s^oi^-rocased" progims ia IffZ. H amciKty sapports two 
pt^tma lamed st iacreasi^ iskamity pm^^paiian 'm lesemdi: 
the Reseoch h&iatibn at K^nor^ ladhutioas progrsm ^foected 
pdinaniy at historicatty Rack coBeges) and the hfinoifty Research 
l^oioo i^t«raflL The prt^iam we geared townd racroK- 
ii^ the luindMr of ethnic m^or^ lesendK^ rstha than ohnic 
research per se. 



ik^ rcj»e«m critical ckaneWi of tJw fjhidtag process. They nwa 
be asked maie firei|ac»dy t>f taoie ageKtes. 

A basic pranise fw the present discussion is the belief that the 
ftee of Afko*AiiiefiGan Sliidies as a ReU is my'nHich a flttRCt^ 
itsemh fwM^. Ea^fAi^ t^d^^ OMQr determiBe a depitftflMitt's 
or |xt]|pant's »Moesb wkhui the host avatftutioa ( artfciiiarly to 
huge lesmvh imivtr^ties). ^ al^Uty to ittuact sxeptskx sdKriars 
ud iftudRiis. and dK (kgree of mioifi»^ accorded U by the coia- 
RUUMty at ^ge. la^vshial scholars -.ho fafl to omkIiks h^ qual- 
tty reseuch are (^aived of Ae ^^^xKtui^y to do so as they «e 
dnai^ed fhm die academk institatiotts tlua are best abk tasup' 
psM ttMMtA activities. The d«a prcxnied here indioae thM die 
Heid is to die midst of '*troubled times." In the intcfcsO of the 
future of Afro-Affi&ican StiKlies we cannot ignore such signs. 



Given ths discouraging state of affairs, what steps •lighi be 
taken to adthess diese defidencia w nqqioft fv Afiro-Aiactkan 
meaich? We migfat consider dw ataiotts takes by psychokigbts to 
the form of the Assodatioa for the Advancement of Psychology. 
The organization's lobbying efforts have been intense. The Mardi 
1911 issue of their newsletter. yttfvwKV.whkh was maile'; to every 
aiember of die American PsychologiGat Auodatioa. eut&ned die 
expected toqmct of the inMBded Reagan budget cuts on areas of 
eaaoem to psychologist Readen were told how diey coidd le t 
-fa^mm to£i^SiaSltno«r9&'lHBi About the maittr (c^.. 
an art^ e^ikded "Tqs tm Wt^tog Mentors of Ct^pess**). From 
the f^paa picscatcd to this artkle. h is clear dial psyclwI^Mi^ 
not affhrted nearly as negatively as odier soctol science dtscU>fines. 
OHdd be becaiae of paychotogy's aspes^ defense of 
psychological research as a pfimtey? 

As a r^ sdi^ars erf e^^ ttudto te«e Mrt R»fe omicerted ef- 
forts 10 counter dwse dra«k sMIls to fandii« priorities or to to- 
fltsence funding policies geaetaSy. It can be argued titai new 
nonfederal ssmna of resrarch fundii^ are needed, sources that 



priorides. h fcm^ die respoma^ ^ the federd govemmefrt, 
however, to sponsor resent^ ihtt addressa the coM&km (M" aB of 
hs cidaemy. A sttbsUMt^ poitkm of the faiBom of doBais appro- 
priattd to si9port icscardi shoakl ti^oMjf be focased oa Afn»> 
Awiertcaa concerns. 

^wdfic kaowtei^ the suae of Afto-Americn AukSv k a 
bcgiaiiiai.WhfletMs general assesamoitpimidesslobalintfica^ 
of actwd fiodtog patterns, it does apt approadilhe areas t>r |So- 
paaalsoicitailOBt proposal subirisatoa.^ peer review pr occas, or 
priorhfaadoaof^iprovcdpratNeawhMa ipiiKieR What pTopor- 
doa of sibmltted Afro-American ^oposab are approved? Wh« 
^o p ort k m are funded? Is the peer review process adnp^ly 
O eqainpcd to hmfleethidc^cMrescaichpraponls? These tpes- 



